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or (b) in respect of any contract entered into or debt or
obligation incurred by her before marriage, or to be sued
or made a party to any legal proceedings brought in
respect of such tort, contract, debt or obligation (n). The
position, however, of the husband in relation to liability
or exemption from liability in respect of a wife's post-
nuptial contracts is not affected (o). A wife has no
authority, by reason only of the marriage, to contract on
behalf of her husband, but the husband will be bound
if the contract was made with his authority express or
implied (p), or he may be estopped from denying the
authority by reason of his conduct (q), or he may sub-
sequently ratify it (r). Further, if husband and wife are
living together, the wife is presumed to have authority to
pledge her husband's credit for necessaries (s).
(B) CORPORATIONS
A corporation normally has the same powers of con-
tracting as a natural person, but this is subject to certain
limitations. For instance, a company formed solely for a
definite and particular purpose, cannot contract with
relation to matters outside the scope of that particular
purpose. Readers are referred to treatises on Company
Law (t).
As to the method of entering into a contract by a
corporation or limited company, see ante, pages 7 and 8.
The word " person " prima facie includes a corporation,
not only in Statutes but in documents (u).
(n) Law Reform (Married Women & Tortfeasors) Act, 1935, s. 3 ; 28
Halsbury's Statutes 106.
(o) Ibid., s. 4 (2) (a) & (b) ; 28 Halsbury's Statutes 106.
(p) Debenkam v. Mellon (1880), 6 App. Cas. 24 ; 27 Digest 191, 1587.
(q) Filmer v. Lynn (1835), 4 Nev. & M. K.B. 559 ; 27 Digest 188. 1542,
(r) Millard v. Harvey (1864), 34 Beav. 237 ;  27 Digest 190, 1568.
(s) Jolly v. Rees (1864), 15 C.B. N.S. 628; 27 Digest 193, 1614.
(t) See also Ashbury Railway, etc., Co. v. Riche (1875), L. R. 7 H. L.
653; 9 Digest 33, 6; L.C.C. v. Attorney-Ganeral, [1902] A.C. 165;
13 Digest 366, 994 ; Copper Miners' Co. v. Fox (1851), 16 Q. B. 229;
13 Digest 390, 1159.
(u) Wilmott v. Lond&n Road Car Co., Limited, [1910] 2 Ch. 525;
13 Digest 353, 911.

